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Loading characteristics of Total Phosphorus and Total Nitrogen
from the Juam Lake Watershed
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Abstract

A subwatershed within the Lake Juam was monitored to identify hydrologic and
water quality characteristics. Rainfall record was collected and flow rate measurement
and water quality sampling were conducted periodically at the watershed outlet. Water
quality of storm period was worse than that of base flow period. Nutrient loading
from the watershed was governed by only a few storms during study period.
Nonpoint source pollution was identified major problem for water quality management
in Juam Lake.
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<Fig. 1> Oenam Watershed <Fig 2> Landuse <Fig 3> Soil series
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<Fig. 4> Rainfall and Discharge of Oenam Watershed
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<Fig. 5> Seasonal T-N and T-P Concentration Changes of Oenam stream
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<Fig. 6> Load of T-N, T-P
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